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Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 09/06/2004 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment and Arguments 

2. Applicant's amendment filed September 06, 2004, has been entered and made of record. 

3. The rejection of claim 93 under 35 U.S.C 1 12, first paragraph is withdrawn. 

4. Applicant's arguments with regard to claims 1-20 and 93-98 have been fully considered, 
but are not considered persuasive because of the following reasons: 

For claim 1, the Applicant argues that (page 15) that Wakitani does not disclose the 
multiple predictions of a pixel value of each pixel in an image sequence. The Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. Applicant's arguments are directed toward various portions of Wakitani 
cited by the Examiner. The Examiner points out that the rejections were based upon the entire 
reference. Therefore, Applicant is urged to consider the reference as a whole. When considering 
the cited portions within context the whole patent, it is seen that the claimed invention is 
rendered obvious. As disclosed in the previous Office Action, the Examiner used Wakitani to 
disclose the teaching of the multiple predictions of a pixel value for each pixel in an image 
sequence/plurality of pixels in combination with Sambonsugi. Column 14, lines 28-30; column 
19, lines 35-67; and column 20, lines 43-61 disclose the teaching of the multiple predictions of a 
pixel value for each pixel in an image sequence/plurality of pixels (the prediction values for each 



Application/Control Number: 09/400,346 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2623 

associated pixel using prediction value map for the search area on the subsequent frame). The 
Examiner only uses Wakitani to disclose the teaching of this limitation. Thus, arguments 
regarding other references fail to teach this limitation are not considered persuasive. 
Thus, the rejections of all of the claims are maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 96-98 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. Regarding claims 96-97, the term n as a number of actual history pixel values is not a 
part of disclosed equation in the claims. In addition, the specification does not provide the 
support for this. Regarding claim 98, the Applicant failed to disclose the definition for variables 
of the equation. 

Claim Objections 

7. Claims 96-98 are objected to because these claims are very difficult to understand due to 
the use of confusing language. Please refer back to 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph rejections for 
further explanation. Appropriate correction is required. The prior art rejection based on the 
Examiner's best understanding. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(aj A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 1-7, and 9-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
combination of Sambonsugi U.S. Patent No. 6,335,985 and Wakitani U.S. Patent No. 6,031,568. 

Regarding claim 1, Sambonsugi teaches a system for maintaining a background model 
(Fig 2, 12) for an image sequence (Fig 20, 141) having a plurality of pixels (Fig 7 and column 
19, 18-21), comprising: 

A pixel processing module that processes the image sequence on a pixel scale (column 4, 
line 20-35); 

A prediction module that provides predictions for shape by the detection of pixel values 
(column 4, lines 20-36 and 48-55) (column 20, lines 52-67); and 

At least one refinement module that processes the image sequence on a spatial scale other 
than the pixel scale (column 4, line 37-47). 

As disclosed by the applicant, spatial scale includes pixel scale, regional scale or frame 
scale. Sambonsugi clearly teaches pixel scale, regional scale and frame scale through out the 
reference (column 4, line 37-47 and column 7, line 5-23). Also, it is inherent that a refinement 
module can be an error minimization technique or enhancement to optimize a new sequence 
image. 
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However, Sambonsugi does not clearly teach a prediction module that provides 
predictions for a value of each of the plurality of pixels. Wakitani teaches object tracking 
(abstract) in sequence images (column 1, lines 6-10) further comprises a prediction module (FIG. 
2, box 62) that provides predictions for a value of each of the plurality of pixels (motion 
prediction values and motion prediction maps for each of the plurality of the pixels) (the 
prediction values for each associated pixel using prediction value map for the search area on the 
subsequent frame) (column 14, lines 25-39) (Column 14, lines 28-30; column 19, lines 35-67; 
and column 20, lines 43-61). Modifying Sambosugi's method of maintaining a background 
model for an image sequence having a plurality of pixels according to Wakitani would able to 
predict the motion values of each pixel and use them for motion mapping to predict the motion 
of the tracking object in the image sequence. This would improve processing and therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to modify Sambosugi according to 
Wakitani. 

For claim 2, Sambonsugi also teaches the system wherein the pixel processing module 
further comprises determining an initial background model and providing an initial pixel 
assignment of each of the plurality of pixels (column 4, line 19-23). 

For claim 3, Sambonsugi teaches the system wherein a first refinement module is a 
region processing module that processes the image sequence on a regional scale (column 4, line 
37-47). 

Referring to claim 4, Sambonsugi discloses the system wherein the region processing 
module further comprises considering a relationship between at least some of the plurality of 
pixels to provide pixel assignment (column 13, line 60-67 and column 14, line 10-15). 
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For claim 5, Sambonsugi also discloses the system wherein a second refinement module 
is a frame processing module that processes the image sequence on a frame scale (column 12, 
25-50 and 62-67). 

Referring to claim 6, Sambonsugi teaches the system wherein the frame processing 
module further determines a background model that most accurately represents an actual 
background of the image sequence and performs: (b) substituting a more accurate background 
model in place of the current background model (column 12, line 0-17). 

And for claim 7, Sambonsugi also teaches the system further comprising a postprocessing 
module that provides enhancement of the image sequence (column 18, line 52-60 and column 31, 
line 54-67). 

Referring to claim 9, Sambonsugi teaches a concept of the system wherein the 
postprocessing module provides enhancement after the pixel processing module and before the 
frame processing module (column 32, line 23-35). Furthermore, it also is a designer to have a 
specific sequence of postprocessing to achieve the desired goal. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious for one in the ordinary skill of the art to come up with a method wherein the 
postprocessing module provides enhancement after the pixel processing module and before the 
frame processing module to output a better quality sequence of images. 

For claim 10, as disclosed above, Sambonsugi also teaches the system wherein the 
postprocessing module provides enhancement after the frame processing module and before the 
region processing module (column 33, line 0-9 and column 34, line 9-27). 
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For claims 1 1, Please refer back to claim 1 for further discussion. Also, Sambonsugi 
teaches a computer-readable medium (column 35, line 0-3) having computer-executable modules 
(column 48, line 31-38). 

For claims 12-13, please refer back to the discussion of claim 3. 

For claims 14-15, please refer back to the discussion of claims 5 and 7. 

Regarding claim 16, as discussed in claim 1 with regard to the prediction method, 
Sambonsugi teaches a method for maintaining a background, model (Fig 2, 12) of an image 
sequence (Fig 20, 141) having a plurality of pixels (Fig 7 and column 19, line 18-21), 
comprising: 

Processing the image sequence on a pixel scale so as to determine a current background 
model and provide an initial assignment for each of the plurality of pixels (column 6, line 35-48 
and column 4, line 19-23); and 

Refining the pixel processing by processing on a spatial scale other that the pixel scale 
(column 7, line 53-64) to further refine at least one of: (b) the initial pixel assignment (column 
13, line 60-65 and column 14, line 0-15). 

For claims 17-19, please refer back to the discussion of claims 3, 5 and 7. 
10. Claim 93 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the combination 
of Sambonsugi U.S. Patent No. 6,335,985 and Wakitani U.S. Patent No. 6,03 1,568 and further in 
view of Black U.S. Patent No. 5,802,203. 

For claim 93, please refer back to claim 1 for the explanation for previously discussed 
limitations. However, both Sambonsugi and Wakitani do not explicitly teach a prediction 
module that provides predictions without using motion prediction. Black teaches an image 
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processing method wherein a prediction module that provides at least two pixel value predictions 
(predicted pixel brightness values at each pixel) of the plurality of pixels without using motion 
prediction (predicted pixel brightness values at each pixel has nothing to do with motion 
prediction) (column 9, lines 19-37). Modifying Sambonsugi's method of processing image 
sequence according to Black would able to further predict the brightness values of each pixel. 
This would improve processing and therefore, it would have been obvious to one of the ordinary 
skill in the art to modify Sambonsugi according to Black. 

11. Claim 94 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the combination 
of Sambonsugi U.S. Patent No. 6,335,985 and Wakitani U.S. Patent No. 6,03 1,568 and further in 
view of Talluri U.S. Patent No. 6,026,183. 

For claim 94, please refer back to claims 1 and 2 respectively for the explanation. 
However, both Sambonsugi and Wakitani do not clearly teach the concept of disclosing the 
concept of the predictions based on a actual history of pixel values for the predicted pixel and a 
predicted history of pixel values for the predicted pixel. Talluri teaches an image processing 
wherein using the prediction process (column 13, lines 9-10) of an actual history of pixel values 
(actual pixel values) for the predicted pixel and a predicted history (predicted values) of pixel 
values for the predicted pixel (column 13, lines 10-15). Modifying Sambonsugi's method of 
processing image sequence according to Talluri would able to perform motion compensation on 
the input frame (column 13, lines 6-8). This would improve processing and therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to modify Sambonsugi according to 
Talluri. 
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12. Claims 8 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
combination of Sambonsugi et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,335,985 and Wakitani U.S. Patent No. 
6,03 1,568 as applied to claim 7 above, and further in view of Jain et al. U.S. Patent No. 
6,263,091. 

Referring to claim 8, as disclosed in claim 7, Sambonsugi teaches the enhancement 
concept of the image sequence. However, Sambonsugi failed to introduce that the enhancement 
technique can be speckle removal. Nevertheless, Jain teaches the technique to isolate foreground 
and background using speckle removal (column 17, line 42-52). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to use speckle removal as an enhancement technique because speckle removal is well 
known in the art to use to remove the presence of noise, dirt, breaks, and smudges in input 
images. 

For claim 20, please refer back to the discussion above. 
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Contact Information 

13. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian Q Le whose telephone number is 703-305-5083. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 A.M - 5:30 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Amelia Au can be reached on 703-308-6604. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9306 for regular 
communications and 703-872-9306 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 




